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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 2 and 18 are objected to under 37 CFR § 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a 
previous claim. These claims are improper because they can conceivably be 
infringed without infringing the claims they reference (claims 1 and 17 
respectively). Here, for example, a CD-ROM having computer executable code 
that if and when executed would cause a computer to do the displaying, flagging, 
inputting, defining, monitoring, and detecting steps of claims 1 and 17. However, 
such a CD-ROM would not infringe the method steps of claims 1 and 17 since 
the CD-ROM itself never performs any of the active steps of displaying, flagging, 
inputting, defining, monitoring, and detecting required by the method steps. 
MPEP 608.01 (n), § III. In other words, mere possession of such a CD-ROM 
would infringe claims 2 and 18, but this is not enough to infringe claims 1 and 17. 
As a result, claims 2 and 18 are improper dependent claims. Applicant is required 
to cancel the claims, or amend the claims to place the claims in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claims in independent form. 
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2. Claim 10 is objected to because of the following informality: it recites claim 
10 (itself) as the claim it depends from in line 1. Examiner is interpreting claim 10 
to depend from claim 9 for the purpose of examination of the application. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the If 2 of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 2 of 35 U.S.C. §112 as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 7 and 9 are rejected because they recite the limitation "the 
annotation indicator." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in § 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the irivention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ram. (2003/0004853 A1 ) in view of Silverman (6,625,583 B1 ). 

As to claim 1 , Ram shows displaying a market information display region 
comprising a plurality of locations arranged such that each location 
' corresponds to a price level of a first tradeable object (Ram: see Fig. 10, 
label 102, where plurality of locations is the column of prices) being traded 
on at least one electronic exchange (Ram: page 2, yi 27); flagging at least 
one price level (Ram: see Fig. 3, label 200); recording an occurrence of an 
event (Ram: page 2, ^ 18 and 31, where transmitting and displaying the 
information corresponds to the recording an occurrence of an event); and 
displaying at least one location corresponding to the at least one flagged 
price level (Ram: page 2, ^ 17). Ram does not show inputting an 
annotation or displaying an annotation in relation to at least one location. 
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Silverman shows inputting an annotation (Silverman: col. 2, lines 4-9) and 
displaying an annotation in relation to at least one location (Silverman: see 
Fig. 5A, label 507). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have modified the system of Ram by 
inputting an annotation and displaying an annotation In relation to at least 
one location of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail 
(Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 2, Ram in view of Silverman shows computer readable 
medium having stored therein instructions to execute the method of claim 
1 (Ram: page 1,11 14). 

As to claim 3, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 , 
and that the event is associated with the first tradeable object (Ram: see 
Fig. 3, labels 200 and 305; page 2, If 18). 

As to claim 4, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 , 
and that the plurality of locations corresponds to a plurality of prices along 
at least a portion of a static axis prices (Ram: see Fig. 10, label 102). 

As to claim 5, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 , 
and that the event comprises a market event (Ram: page 2. IjH 25 and 
27). 
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As to claim 6, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 , 
and that the market event is associated with historical data (Ram: page 3, 
H 56). 

As to claim 7, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 , 
and detecting an occurrence of the event associated with a second price 
level (Ram: page 2, 25); and dynamically updating a location to a 
second location associated with the second price level (Ram: page 2, H 
25). Ram does not show an annotation associated with a second price 
level. Silverman shows an annotation associated with a second price level 
(Silverman: see Fig. 5A, labels 501 and 507, where the annotation is 
associated with any one in sequence of the price levels). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have modified the system of Ram by associating an annotation with a 
second price level of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit 
trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 

As to claim 8. Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 7, 
and detecting an occurrence of the event associated with a second price 
level (Ram: page 2, ^ 25). Ram does not show displaying a second 
annotation in relation to a location corresponding to the second price level. 
Silverman shows displaying a second annotation in relation to a location 
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corresponding to the second price level (Silverman: see Fig. 5A, labels 
501 and 507. where the annotation is associated with any one in 
sequence of the price levels). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
system of Ram by displaying a second annotation in relation to a location 
corresponding to the second price level of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1. lines 55-56). 

As to claim 9, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 1 . 
Ram does not show that the annotation indicator comprises a graphical 
indicator. Silverman shows that the annotation indicator comprises a 
graphical indicator (Silverman: Fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
system of Ram by the annotation indicator comprising a graphical 
indicator of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail 
(Silverman: col. 1. lines 55-56). 

As to claim 10. Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
9. Ram does not show that the graphical indicator further comprises a text 
message corresponding to the event. Silverman shows that the graphical 
indicator further comprises a text message corresponding to the event 
(Silverman: see Fig. 5A. label 507). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
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system of Ram by the graphical indicator further comprising a text 
message corresponding to the event of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 1 1 , Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
1 , and that flagging at least one price level comprises selecting the at least 
one location corresponding to the at least one price level (Ram: see Fig. 3, 
label 200). 

As to claim 12, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
1, and that inputting a first annotation to record an occurrence of a 
predetermined event comprises: defining the event (Ram: page 1 1 , H 205, 
where any trading event Is defined by the order placed by the trader); 
detecting the event (Ram: page 11, ^ 207); and dynamically inputting the 
data to record an occurrence of the event at a price level associated with 
the first tradeable object (Ram: page 2, 1H| 17 and 25). While Ram does 
not explicitly address use of an annotation, this limitation is addressed with 
the rejection to claim 1 above and therefore the same rejection applies to 
this claim. 

As to claim 13, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
12, and that the price level associated with the first tradeable object is 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/634,41 5 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3609 

determined based on a user-configurable formula (Ram: page 2, 17 
and 18). 



As to claim 14, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
12, and activating an alert in response to detecting an event (Ram: page 
3, H 57). 

As to claim 15, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
1, and defining an event associated with a second tradeable object (Ram: 
page 2, ^ 25; page 11, ^ 205, where any trading event is defined by the 
order placed by the trader); monitoring market data related to the second 
tradeable object (Ram: page 11, T| 207); detecting the event associated 
with the second tradeable object (Ram: page 1 1 . H 207); and displaying at 
least one location corresponding to at least one price level on the market 
information display region associated with the first tradeable object (Ram: 
page 2, ^ 17), Ram does not show displaying an annotation created for 
the event associated with the second tradeable object. Silverman shows 
displaying an annotation created for the event associated with the 
tradeable object (Silverman: see Fig. 5A, label 507, where the annotation 
is associated with any one in sequence of the tradeable objects). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the system of Ram by displaying an annotation 
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created for the event associated with the tradeable object of Silverman in 
order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 

As to claim 16, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
15. Ram does not show that the at least one price level corresponding to 
the second annotation comprises at least one user configurable price 
level. Silverman shows that the at least one price level corresponding to 
the second annotation comprises at least one user configurable price level 
(Silverman: see Fig. 5A, where the annotation is associated with any one 
in sequence of the tradeable objects; col. 6, lines 40-42). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have modified the system of Ram by displaying an annotation in relation 
to the at least one price level corresponding to the second annotation 
comprising at least one user configurable price level of Silverman in order 
to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 . lines 55-56). 

As to claim 17, Ram shows displaying a market infonnation display region 
comprising a plurality of locations anranged such that each location 
corresponds to a price level of a first tradeable object (Ram: see Fig. 10, 
label 102) being traded on at least one electronic exchange (Ram: page 2, 
II 27); defining an event associated with a second tradeable object (Ram: 
page 2, ^ 25; page 1 1 , 1[ 205. where any trading event is defined by the 
order placed by the trader); monitoring mari<et data associated with the 
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second tradeable object (Ram: page 11, H 207); detecting the event 
associated with the second tradeable object (Ram: page 1 1 , T| 207); and 
displaying at least one location corresponding to the at least one price 
level associated with the first tradeable object (Ram: page 2, ^ 17). Ram 
does not show displaying an annotation in relation to at least one location. 
Silverman shows displaying an annotation in relation to at least one 
location (Silverman: see Fig. 5A, label 507). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified 
the system of Ram by displaying an annotation in relation to at least one 
location of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear audit trail 
(Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 18, Ram in view of Silverman shows computer readable 
medium having stored therein instructions to execute the method of claim 
17 (Ram: page 1,11 14). 

As to claim 19, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
17. Ram does not show that the annotation is displayed in relation to at 
least one user configurable price level. Silverman shows that the 
annotation is displayed in relation to at least one user configurable price 
level (Silverman: see Fig. 5A; col. 6, lines 40-42). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Invention to 
have modified the system of Ram by displaying an annotation in relation to 
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at least one user configurable price level of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1, lines 55-56). 

As to claim 20, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
17, and that the plurality of locations corresponds to at least a portion of a 
static axis prices (Ram: see Fig. 10, label 102). 

As to claim 21, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
17, and that the event comprises a market event (Ram: page 2, 25 and 
27). 

As to claim 22, Ram shows a trading application for displaying a trading 
screen Interface comprising a market infomnation display region with a 
plurality of locations arranged such that each location corresponds to a 
price level of a first tradeable object (Ram: see Fig. 10, label 102) being 
traded on at least one electronic exchange (Ram: page 2, ^ 27). Ram 
does not show an annotation application for receiving an input to flag at 
least one price level, for receiving and linking an annotation to the at least 
one price level, and further for displaying the annotation in relation to at 
least one location associated with the at least one flagged price level. 
Silverman shows inputting an annotation application for receiving an input 
to flag at least one price level (Silverman: see Fig. 5A), for receiving and 
linking an annotation to the at least one price level (Silverman: see Fig. 
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5A), and further for displaying the annotation In relation to at least one 
location associated with the at least one flagged price level (Silverman: 
see Fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have modified the system of Ram by 
receiving an input to flag at least one price level, receiving and linking an 
annotation to the at least one price level, and further displaying the 
annotation in relation to at least one location associated with the at least 
one flagged price level of Silverman in order to easily maintain a clear 
audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 . lines 55-56). 

As to claim 23, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
22, and that the plurality of locations corresponds to a plurality of prices 
being along at least a portion of a static axis prices (Ram: see Fig. 10, 
label 102). 

As to claim 24, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
22. Ram does not show that the annotation comprises a user generated 
annotation. Silverman shows that the annotation comprises a user 
generated annotation (Silverman: see Fig. 5A, label 507; col. 2, lines 4-9). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have modified the system of Ram by annotation 
comprising a user generated annotation of Silverman in order to easily 
maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 
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As to claim 25, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
22. Ram does not show that the annotation comprises a dynamic 
annotation that is automatically generated upon detecting a predetermined 
event associated with a second tradeable object. Silverman shows that 
the annotation comprises a dynamic annotation that is automatically 
generated upon detecting a predetermined event associated with a 
second tradeable object (Silverman: see Fig. 4, label 422; see Fig. 8, label 
804; col. 5, lines 58-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the system of 
Ram by the annotation comprising a dynamic annotation that is 
automatically generated upon detecting a predetermined event associated 
with a second tradeable object of Silverman in order to easily maintain a 
clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 1 , lines 55-56). 

As to claim 26, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
25. Ram does not show that the at least one price level to be flagged for 
the dynamic annotation is user configurable. Silverman shows that the at 
least one price level to be flagged for the dynamic annotation is user 
configurable. (Silverman: see Fig. 5A; col. 1, lines 55-56). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have modified the system of Ram by making the at least one price level 
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to be flagged for the dynamic annotation user configurable of Silverman in 
order to easily maintain a clear audit trail (Silverman: col. 6, lines 34-42). 

As to claim 27, Ram in view of Silverman shows all the elements of claim 
22, and that the input to flag the at least one price level comprises a user 
input (Ram: see Fig. 3, label 200; page 14, H 261). 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Belzberg (6,1 341535) shows an improvement in computer automated 
stock exchange trading whereby programmed interface by which data on 
a group of shares may be read from a spreadsheet formulated into an 
order and launched automatically or in response to a signal from an 
operator. 

Black (7,219,077 81) shows a system and method for creating portfolio 
through predefined option that may be used to monitor a market. 
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Eisenthal (2003/0018569 A1) shows a method and system for 
communicating with a handheld trading interface. 

Gupta (2005/0081 159 A1) shows a user interface presented to the user to 
facilitate viewing and creating new annotations. 

Kemp (6.772.132 B1) shows a display and trading method of the present 
invention that ensures fast and accurate execution of trades by displaying 
market depth on a vertical or horizontal plane. 

Martyn (6,195.647 B1) shows a data processing system providing an 
interface with a securities exchange system over which securities are 
traded. 

Odom (6.058,379) shows a method for networked exchange comprising 
eight steps. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Virpi H. Kanervo whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-9818 on Monday - Thursday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 



Virpi H. Kanervo 
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